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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

This is in response to the final Office Action dated November 25, 2003 (Paper No. 
1 1 142003) in which claims 1-8 (all of the claims in the application) were finally rejected. This 
response is filed within two months of the issuance of the final Office Action and therefore qualifies 
for expedited review. Claim 1 has been amended and claims 9-16 have been added by this 
amendment. Withdrawal of the finality of the rejection is requested. Allowance of the pending 
claims is also respectfully requested. 

Withdrawal of the Finality of the Rejection 

Applicants request withdrawal of the finality of this rejection as premature. Each of the 
rejections based upon 35 USC 102 or 103 in the noted Office Action apply a reference not earlier 
applied against the claims. The Office Action suggests that such finality is proper because of 
"[applicant's amendment." This is not correct. 
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It will be recalled that the prior Office Action applied the Dean et al patent (U.S. Patent 
No. 4,336,160) under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103. The Office Action applied a specific portion of the 
reference, a portion dealing with a regeneration section of a hydrocarbon catalytic cracking reactor 
system, in such a way the reaction taking place within the regenerator was ignored. In summary, 
the rejection was simply that "a reactor is a reactor." The current rejections, based on the multiple 
references found in this Office Action, urges a similar basis by ignoring the functional limitations 
found in the claims relating to the "configured to" parameters found in those claims. 

Again, the basis for the rejections found in this Office Action may be synthesized to be 
simply that "a reactor is a reactor." 

Certainly, multiple new references were not needed for such a set of rejections. The old 
Dean et al patent would have served such erroroneous rejections just as well. Consequently, it 
cannot be said that applicants' amendments to the claims mandated the addition of a large number 
of previously unapplied references. 

Said again: It is not applicants' amendments to the claims that causes the addition of the 
new prior art against the claims. Instead it was simply the inapplicability of the previous prior art to 
those claims. Consequently, applicants request withdrawal of the finality of the rejection under 
MPEP 706.07(c) to preserve right of petition under 37 CFR 1.181 (MPEP 1002.02(c)). 
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